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DEFENDANT’S (1) OBJECTION TO MOTION TO RESET LAW DAYS 
AND STAY PROCEEDINGS AND (2) MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE BOND 

 
 The defendant, The Yeshiva of New Haven, Inc. (the “Yeshiva” or the “Defendant”), 

hereby objects to the Motion to Reset Law Days After Appeal (Doc. No. 146, the “Motion”), filed 

by plaintiff, Eliyahu Mirlis (“Mirlis” or the “Plaintiff”).   

1. On June 6, 2017, Plaintiff obtained a judgment (the “Judgment”) against Greer 

and the Yeshiva in the amount of $21,749,041.10 in Eliyahu Mirlis v. Daniel Greer, et al., Case 

No. 3:16-CV-00678 (the “Underlying Action”).  Thereafter, Plaintiff initiated this foreclosure 

case.  Following a valuation trial and appeal, the Court is now asked to set a new law day for 

strict foreclosure.  For the reasons set forth below, the Court should defer setting a new law day 

and stay this matter.     

2. First, the Yeshiva has the right to substitute a cash bond for the Judgment.  As the 

Court (Baio, J.) previously ruled: “[t]he defendant's Motion to substitute is granted to the extent 

that the defendant seeks to substitute a cash only bond in the amount equal to the fair market 

value of the property.”  Memorandum of Decision: Hearing on Valuation at 9, Doc. No. 133.  

Thus, even if the Court were to reset the law days at this time, the Yeshiva must be afforded a 

reasonable period of time to substitute a bond for the Judgment. 
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3. In this regard, the Yeshiva’s supporting foundation, Yedidei Hagan, Inc.

(“Yedidei Hagan”) and other entities, have filed a motion in the matter of Mirlis v. Edgewood 

Elm Housing, Inc., Civil Action No. 3:19-cv-700 (D. Conn.) (CSH) (the “Edgewood Elm 

Action”),1 for permission to use funds to substitute the case bond, if necessary.  A copy of the 

Motion to Modify Temporary Restraining Order, filed, inter alia, by Yedidei Hagan, is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A (the “Funding Motion”).

4. Within the Funding Motion, the Non-Profit Entities detail that: “the non-profit

Defendants were each established for the very purpose of financially supporting the Yeshiva 

through rental income donated by Defendants F.O.H., Edgewood Village, Edgewood Corners, 

and Yedidei Hagan since inception.”  Funding Motion at 2 (emphasis added). If granted, the 

Yeshiva will have sufficient funds to substitute a bond for the Judgment.   

5. A second reason to deny the Motion and stay this matter, is because the United

States District Court (Dooley, USDJ), needs to decide a motion to set aside the judgment (the 

“Motion to Set Aside”) in the Underlying Action.  See District Court Case, ECF Nos. 399-401, 

403, 406) and is pending adjudication.   

6. The Motion to Set Aside, argues that a crucial witness in the case, Avidad Hack,

was removed as a defendant to secure his testimony against the Yeshiva and Daniel Greer 

(“Greer”).  An affidavit supporting this contention was submitted to a religious arbitration panel 

in September 2020. The affidavit states that: “Avidad Hack was not sued personally or as an 

agent for Yeshiva of New Haven, Inc. as a result of his honest and complete testimony 

regarding Mirlis and Daniel Greer and their relationship.”  Affidavit of Steven J. Errante, 

Exhibit B.

1 On May 8, 2019, Plaintiff commenced a law suit against Edgewood Elm Housing, Inc.; F.O.H., Inc.; Edgewood 
Village, Inc.; Edgewood Corners, Inc.; and Yedidei Hagan, Inc. (collectively, the “Non-Profit Entities”) asserting 
two claims to reverse-pierce the corporate veil and to hold the Defendants liable for the Judgment. 



{00236539.1 } 3 

7. If the District Court grants the Motion to Set Aside, the Judgment would be void.

Therefore, deferring a re-set of law days until after a ruling on the Motion to Set Aside in the 

Underlying Action would be entirely appropriate under the circumstances. 

8. In sum, resetting the law days in this case should be deferred until adjudication of

the Motion to Set Aside the Judgment in the Underlying Action and the Funding Motion in the 

Edgewood Elm Action are resolved.  Allowing Plaintiff to take possession of the Yeshiva 

building prior to resolution of those District Court proceedings would severely prejudice the 

Yeshiva as its primary asset would be dissipated.  And, if the Judgment is set aside, the Yeshiva 

would have no way to recover its property.  Therefore, prudence dictates deferring a decision on 

the Motion until District Judge’s Covello and Haight rule. 

9. For the reasons set forth above, this Court should deny the Motion and stay

proceedings pending adjudication of the Motion to Set Aside and the Funding Motion.  

Alternatively, the Court should set an extended law day so that the Yeshiva has sufficient time to 

adjudicate the Funding Motion. 

WHEREFORE, the Court should sustain this Objection and grant such relief as is just and 

proper. 

THE APPELLANT:  
Yeshiva of New Haven, Inc. 

By: /s/ Jeffrey M. Sklarz 
Jeffrey M. Sklarz 
Green & Sklarz LLC 
One Audubon Street, Third Floor 
New Haven, CT 06511 
(203) 285-8545
Fax: (203) 823-4546
jsklarz@gs-lawfirm.com

mailto:jsklarz@gs-lawfirm.com
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE 

 
 The undersigned hereby certifies that the foregoing document has been served by 

electronic mail on the parties and counsel set forth below: 

John Cesaroni 
Zeisler & Zeisler, P.C. 
10 Middle Street, 15th Floor 
Bridgeport, CT 06604 
(203) 368-4234 
jcesaroni@zeislaw.com 
 
 
Date of Service: September 24, 2021  By: /s/Jeffrey M. Sklarz/417590  
  

mailto:jcesaroni@zeislaw.com
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EXHIBIT A 
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EXHIBIT B 
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◊ IN THE MATTER OF: 

◊ 

.ELIYAHU MIRLIS v. DANIEL GREER 

AFFIDAVIT 

I, Steven J. Errante, being over the age of eighteen (18) and understanding the obligation of an oath 

do hereby swear. 

~ 

1. I am an attorney li~nsed to practice in the State of Connecticut. 

2. I represented Aviad Hack in the lawsuit filed by Eliyahu Mirlis v. Daniel Greer . 

3. Counsel for Mirlis was Attorney Ponvert, a copy of a draft complaint is attached as Exhibit A 

showing Aviad Hack as a defendant. 

4. A significant part of my representation of Aviad Hack was to prevent Aviad Hack from being sued 

by Mirlis. 

5. I was able to accomplish the above by assuring Attorney Ponvert that Aviad Hack would testify 

truthfully and completely about everything he knew regarding Mirlis and Daniel Greer and their 

relationship. 

6. Aviad Hack was not sued personally or as an agent for Yeshiva of New Haven, Inc. as a result of 

his honest and complete testimony regarding Mirlis and Daniel Greer and their relationship. 

'fiSTATl\lW~41'.oo1AWW>KracC......,._-SJ~Ol5TtWHIAIWl'fl . .ocw:11: 
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◊ 

◊ 

Dated at New Haven, Connecticut, this .J!:.. day of 
September, 2 0 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this f 9' day of ~~ , 2020. 

ELAINE C. S. BELL LOPEZ 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES FEB. 28, ~ 

2 

Notary Public 
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